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1. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

I [>c] Basis of the opinion 

II □ Priority 

III Q Non-establishment of report with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability 

IV |^] Lack of unity of invention 

V [5<] Reasoned statement under Rule 43,2. 1(a)© with regard to novelty, inventive step or 

industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

VI Q Certain documents cited 

VII □ Certain defects in the international application 

V® 0 Certain observations on the international application 
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I . Basis of the opinion 


I. This opinion has been drawn on the basis of the language of international application, unless otherwise 


indicated below. 
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IV. Lack of unity of invention 

1. In response to the invitation to pay additional fees the applicant has: 
[>c| not paid additional fees. 

2. OThis Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to 
invite the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 
and 13.3 is 

|xl not complied with for the following reasons: 

The inventions disclosed in Claims 1-10 have the construction disclosed 
in Claim 1, as a common technical matter. 

However, as a result of investigation, it becomes apparent that the common 
technical matter is a prior art which has conventionally been known, as 
is shown in the following partial international search. 

Consequently, the above-mentioned technical matter is not a specific 
technical feature within the meaning of PCT rule 13.2, 2nd sentence. 

Accordingly, there is no technical matter common to the above-mentioned 
respective Claims . 

Further, since there exists no other common technical matter that is 
considered to be a specific technical feature within the meaning of PCT 
rule 13.2, 2nd sentence, it is impossible to find a technical relationship 
within the meaning of PCT rule 13, between the inventions of difference 
technical matters . 

Accordingly, Claims are separated into nine invention groups as follows: 
Claims 1 and 2, Claim 3, Claim 4, Clam 5, Claim 6, Claim 7, Claim 8, Claim 
9, and Claim 10 . 



4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of written opinion: 



However, Claim 4, claim 5, Claim 6, Claim : 7, and Claim 10 are not regarded 
as additional inventions, because these Claims' are within the range that 
is described in the prior art documents for Claims 1 and 2 and therefore 
a burden of new search is not particularly required. 



0 the parts relating to claims Nos. 



1, 2, 4-7, 10 
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V Reasoned statement under Rule 43,2. l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 



1. STATEMENT 
Novelty (N) 



Inventive StepQS) 



Industrial Applicability (IA) 



Claims 


NONFi 






YES 


Claims 


i, ?., 


4-7, 


10 


NO 


Claims 


NONE 






YES 


Claims 


1, ?.. 


4-7, 


10 


NO 


Claims 


1, 2. 


4-7, 


10 


YES 


Claims 


NONFi 






NO 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 



Document 1 ; 
Document 2 ; 
Document 3 : 



JP 4-263244 A 
JP 10-333599 A 
JP 2000-162548 A 



Claims 1, 2, 4-7 r 10 

Documents 1-3 disclose that, in a means for forming a two-dimensional 
image using lights from three-color light sources, a center wavelength 
of a blue light source is not less than 420nm and not larger than 455nm / 
a center wavelength of a red color source is not less than 635nm and not 
larger than 655nm, and a center wavelength of a green light source is not 
less than 505nrn and not larger than 550nm. 

Further, using semiconductor lasers as light sources is described in 
document 2 . 

Accordingly, the inventions relating to Claims 1, 2, 4-7, and 10 are 
denied in novelty and inventive step by the documents 1-3. 
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VIII. Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether 
the claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

Although it is described in Claim 10 that "having a spectrum width that 
is equal to or smaller than that of a semiconductor laser source", it is 
unclear how much width is specifically indicated by "equal to or smaller 
than that of a semiconductor laser source", and further, an accurate 
definition for "spectrum width" is also unclear. 
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